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A7V, g B EGHEES] SRR o=f(e)+aln(1+be?) (2.22)
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=

P

pe 1 a f(e) o o
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Jis} B RRIRESIY @B Rioke A S 23
oh, 2R YR - NBEERAY ik
el e RHIHT £ 5 do F,
Et=5+{p(6—f())> (2.24)
714, E: Young fRE
(6>f()Q =)

¢(o—f(e))
= { (e<fle)d )
3 LB A= Bingham®¢ KA
o Wes A HBEERAlY ERL o F
Hohenemser ¢} Prager= ¢ Bingham §42] #
Al von Mises ] FRIRIEEMHS BASS —ik
FEpE= st olvt
o 7]o| Perzyna®+= JEHEMAl FFEY BRiRih
m= By EeTHhE-S HESh IS
e FEREEEEM Y BRAE —RIED
s HES o § 8 RREss o
Aoz YA}

Fio, ewn=t@n o _)

A7) 4, floy, ew’?) : BIRY i B
£=r(Wap) :x(jf‘l”’a;jds;jv»>>

2 FH= = ik parameter 4.
Wep s FEBIES.
AN A, HHMEREE F=0&
4P (Convexity) 2 X U™ &
Continuously differentiable)e] 2l
AL o2k o] RE= o
ok, EEPASHE &5 HIESITAEE & o
FEAPE B AR &7r o] Fo vEREh

(2.25)

JE J7 22 el A
- A (Analytic :
fEgteid

&ij=Ei e (2.20) bis
= 21G Sij+—1—_E*2L3ij5;j
+7 (2.26)
(FYF>0d =)
AAA pF=1? =

0 (F<odd =)
s,;=8hETET) Tensor
G == BTEE v (R B
v==Poisson
r'=Fitk R
0i;=Kronecker’s delta o] t}.
W o(F)= #l 5 ke BRHES @
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A #2278 WiEE NSk GEa, L=
5”01’5”1.”/21 .»‘-:nLo‘I'Ea r/]"g‘ }\‘0] T‘E"‘qu‘l T‘/}-.

(Izyyp)1/2:r<¢<F)><% af Of \

00 00w )

A(2.25) ¢ (2.28) 24,

S, ew?)=£(Wep)

e e (S 2 i IR
XL BN BAMREE BEEE KB Al
ok 28w o]k o]l —jiffbIewl 2717 &
He HET LB0F Ak A, @RENY &

f (2.27)

C(2.28)

= B, MR, &rre JHhlol
t}. Perzyna & model ol 9] ¥E¥A MRS R

= Fig. 2.80l 41 zbol By #afihme) WED
B Al A KR A s AR e
2 dojutet BESHGE (2.27) ).
= FRERAE F=0& & (2.25)Y TEH=E
He o K3 HHEA =
f=k (2.30)
A F FREREGY M, F F>cdA &
fifsk o EYR AT Al o] f:c*i FoX|
[ED He vhs o2 Exschn 7Pg e,
H=c*—g (2.3
apxebo 2 A (2.25), (2.30) B (2.3Dhzi
B o Kol s Al

dynamic loading

surface
f -C*

static loading
Sufrface
F=0

Fig. 2.8 The direction of Viscoplastic Strain in
perzyna’s model



2 0o. 00i;, (2.32)

gr=d Phillips o Wu®= gfiuite] Ryl 2
oll ©] 3 Perzyna ¢] model = AHES W
# model & %3t 9} o] model 2 Fig.
2.9 viebd whel o] BAYETHRIA R HES
2 A A FERRESNES 2 Eaake] 2B
£ A= ghd nJﬂM“}] H¥ 2 fEfe] 7o
ZA EFHES F

H:(O'ij*—o“.j*)nij

H=s0-| <15P>’<L,;a‘f_ 2

(2.33)

dynamic loadin
surfoce’ T E"

static loadin
surface 9
f=0

Fig. 2.9 Overstress and direction of viscoplastic
strain rate in philips and Wu.

A7NA miiv A Ml YA BRI
o BfIEER vector o] i g Ko g HHA
oF
n= T aa”*a}; T (2. 38
<_6EF Foe* )

s RSP A R Y AE A Bhel A
RIS 4hn e IRz BEskd
R A = ohgal 2

&it=r{@(H)>ni; (2.35)

Philips &+ Wu®2] model ¢il 4= Perzyna ¢
model F(2.32)¢ HiEs+= & Koz =y
L2

H=¢- [Q (17| (2.36)

A71A EHE AL E#ENS ZAE £
model ol A= HiMBELBL AL EIIEE
MEASHH vl 5ol HRKET A o Fhed BHER KER
e frfEshint ki o BRffiEe fr7esh
2 gerke Aol ol & HEL HBMBIE

of o3k SN el A= R4 (Inviscid)
o HEBEERS HR 22 YA #

HE e A4S et gidh az®

HE ST model & 9358 creep J7Eia] 9lof A
creep potential BiZ4el 7172 HHEHS o F

o o5 vk

3 MBI model (e EE ZHE AW
BES S SRR R,

o] model & ¥} 2L FHHRBER AT
TEl A i EORE FHshe S E eREE
frthe] MFEEE G AS] #Hlal zhe] #s)
= FRORERT (R o 2he #EGd o sled of
915 gloh ole} & A& BN (Flow
surface)ol el 5= Fhri,

=22 KEHRAdAE REEEE fo=
s JERSMES] MMMl = vh. Naghdi o}
Murch” & EFBEEES] R 3he] BT
el M (Convexity) o] v ¥ B ES i 9
Refkpmmel oA sk FE kS Drucker o - 488
Mgl Ik Bl ok FZsha fiE - 8
] BRERS B

& Olzak ¢} Perzyna &= §f - ¥iyihaam
REs 9wl ol
L e i

f=f(ai, e, p)=0 (2.37)

A7 A eyt = FEEHEEZA, & Parameter
EA EEE, r 9 Rl 2ElER f=022 3}
KM RRETE BlES 2 MIERE Sl Rk
Tgie]l  deolwte. f<0-& WiEIRERA  #iE
Bsginke]  deojubvh, oS RREIMEAIBELEL
vector & TFA-E REHEGE S HEIBhl A AhmE
Ame —FEh e

bir= A 76({' (2.38)

o714 A& 9 Scalar parameter 24 &
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B s R (238 Tk ol EEE

o af of  dp\ of

&= h( don M T on Td > 305

EogrTeh BRipe R okg el g shked
fzshet,

(2.42)

fof o of dp\ - e )
5/}“.; e {—877 dt / W -0 I"‘“ i
{of . of dyp\ .

AN e e (20 0
‘\30‘,’,‘01 2)77 dr | G, F~0 b ,U(ff (

N 0 an . . .
~-‘f’0.-j+'aj7; d?‘/; SN A U
o) ¢h ghel Akl =i A Rare] s
2 o FEAEEE W el 7 Sgbim vhR

el of HRggell A&l frie

éij"—-?fij“"iif”" (2.20"bis

A
éij:hrijumz-}-h[/ of Fmn—+ ﬁji gv—-) or (2.44)

\ OO mn oy dt
o A1 A Hiju 2 5 matrix ¢] ok,
4) SEEDEERRERA ol & - BT R
28] matrix FiR
Sekiguchi®= [EHIEERHEL- o BEEWH-S &
JEake b 2 BRGNS REYH. Yol A
oiT;Ls a].g} 71-0] M model & F 1 EE

am,-

WIMERR Sy, &7 8 o FRE 4+ Yrh :La1

T TGEHTE tensor O] HMBMER O] o) 3kl &
¥y potential g £ & A S

&i* = N0f/00:; (2. 38)bis
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Fig. 2.13 Stress path

47 (Fig. 2.13 2R

A (2.38)8] MpItREL AE AEskr] $18hed
AR T o2 A o RS AT
th.

af of .
oo T =Y (2.48)

kv HHESEEE tensor & WER I HEE
7 tensor [Ho] HEHEyel T HWHIGRE EESE
= f@j‘jk}i [ tensor 6:; = 2 o 2 FHH o},
=L 0ii+2G&.° (2.49a)
~L (p— ") 3:;=2G (éi;—&7?) (2.49b)
3714 L 3 G Lame §i#el™ o, & H
tenser o] T},

R(2.38)-& K2

.49 b)) o

2 (2. 48)e] {LASES ?fﬂf}? % Pfﬂ JAREIEEY
A% ehgst A,
g];v ~2G a‘;ff ekz—i——g{-

A= L/ af 2 oGl of af-¢_g:f_
\ap ) OOmn  00mn | Of

G TR
CEENE NS

N - E SR
8y ol (2,505

193 Df._\,
2050
Pl
op
3 3f
'L -5]:542(} —?'Le‘k + 72‘71 |
AT ap Ao u ot (2.51)
4_2(1_‘}/“ __af +,,af -

0mn O mn op

dAl 2 e A = E5WPE potential

el
P‘:’

'
o
I‘ N

9 BHEESRG 2 ROBRM 3 fRE R
o] ApRyETe] LES &l Fdl o] & HH
A K(2.46) o2 EHHAL Q' W, v
B4 7| gEFlEkel. & ke el 5@
45y k) KGBMG, ¢ & debd g1
IRy fREE o83k o] =t

_aaaf;_: {1 - exp<— UTJP)} -6%7_ (2.52a)
%J;_ = pexp (l’iiﬁ\ (2.52b)

T (ARG 0F/0p A Bl ekl LEOI A
o RGN A olF g Ad FIEsH
S Ae #9T LE I

o __of , of , o
op 00z ' 005y 00z

SN A Oazy 03y D 0uv FLATEEEEETT 2]
&7,

K (2.51)~(2.53)& HHEFBME 2 2ot
B ENES EHT ¢ JE5 AfEmo=
KEgOA o9& Kol =

(2.53)

6\ ((L+2G L 0 L
ol T s o L
1& - 1 0 0 0 o |
G J L L 0 L+2G |
ok C:C, 26w GG
AR C? 2Gvr  C,C,
Ci2G v+ Cy 2G0ee?+ Cy 4G 0p? 2G » 01 C

!
C::'Cs ZG"Urzp'Cz Csz U

CI'Cg
J & l ( C, 1
&z G C;
/ = 6 / 2.54
Vﬂ( C. 126-%{?} 2.54)
& ) .G,
vk, IR A R e gk gk
_ ot
L 5 (2.55)
Lov? Jv?
(/1 7“'8‘17"‘ ZG—a*a_r (2‘ 56)
=7 9V 5 0V
C.=L op +2G 3. (2.57)
= L% 12622 (2.58)
ot \? dvt \? dv? \?
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L(\ E ) 2%z M ot (259

KELHETBEGE 101



C5=1—exp(— ol > (2. 60)

ok, L v? O HEER G R RS tREL
= &k 2k

(2.61)

;Mﬁ_nl)_{_ﬁﬁ_ﬁ__g}a“
065;  ap L D(Q1+ey plJ77
3 D Sij
~ = 2.62
> T g ( )
o} 71 A si; = 01— pdii o] v
ovt _ D ( A=K 4
o b (R (2.63)

= Lime 8 L3t Gel st s fikEH
o RAEERE BER e obg Kol #el #
st REEHE A Ash

D(1+60> . 2
K

L= TG (2.64)

G:Goexp<— e—:zeo > (2.65)

AN Go' PRIl ok, T - FiEBMEE
ok R(2.50)9 B A%, F Kt creep
S T AT 2 EGEN, a=0 % -
=002 st Ci=1 % Ce=022 31 X
(2.54) wwHgRSes Ak o AL X
(2.46) 0.2 F#P R WE v? = original Cam-
clay model o A& ¥tk Potential s} BET
B}, ® vr=vr ke BGRRe] A" EY
LR EES JebR Al =eh B SRR
o] BEERAS Kkakr] YA s vr=0 7 of/0t=0
oln® Co=0 4 Ci=00°] 5o T3}

2K FHESE Qo vrked Mg B
FLE A BEREES gt} shglet 2
o] 2 whldtn o8lw WMEHRY FEEEA
who Al GEiiElel glemw AREBGRL A
Q%BEOH Al mstestg e BT o EER YR

el iﬁﬁi@ﬂ olE B - EREMIERS Bmsk
de& mEgs. =3 % model & FUdishEwI
gl A Zi L REEZS JE 2y EHE &
ke 7l o Eoll ZBEfe® Mg 718k o
oA are] kS A o sk e
LB ekl FEE sk

102 3% E3% 1987 98

3. REMAU LEEmAS B

(L]

1 F
AE7EA v Rl RESH foad, of

¢ ZA S % (Deformation theory), 4
F2 25 (Incremental theory), 52 ¥ 75 (Perfect
and incremental plasticity) 3 =z 8] Hi
(Endochronic theory) 2 8 /3333 Qi) 19 o]
& zZukdAl Gldidr o KERSl 4 model
Aw stz o] 59 £2EE ¥ ol E B model
+ ﬂfﬁ%}tvﬂ WERE AbgRE AR
1) B
ﬁfﬁéﬁﬁ% MEJ) tensor £+ A tensor el
—E3 BRIl fAfEgkel BES = Bl =
o] BAMRAE —ime s o Xeo 2 JeRdch
5ii=2G (0, €) 3.1)
oa=3K (0, )tu (3.2
A7 A s 8 eii= 5 0u St e Y WMERS
olel Go K& r"H’“’R@%"%‘ﬂ-T’*%I 2 2BEEER
Holct, AR BIMEMEA ke FAEA
FEE EHRRRETSE KBS Hstd s
B whel EY 9 Y ES H b =
H0E @l Eell HEJI®l BEIEES tensor & NEEE
o2 EHE 4+ oo}, M (Hyperelasticity) !V
o] ol 7lofl jEFE}.
2) oG
WMo HiRE st SpEgse] el A Y
E RS wte) sl REE T
A" ek B3 e (Hypoelasticity) '2-& v} &3}
e Ro B EBE = HomEKe
dgij:Cijkl(U‘5>d5kl (3. 3)

il

fo m‘o

e

ai\

o
i

dei;=Diju(oe)dou (3.4)

A7 A Ciomn 8 Dun - #% EHREIE 2 3
f# tensor o] e}, vk C 2 D7t [EJy5}h #Y
AifRRg wk (RTESEEL ol & MEEdl = ARSI,
o M-S PRMf¥E)S viebd o @7 sl 2ol £
Hell o] EJtEel y53ket.
3) FEAMEPEMI PG

o mRe K03.3) ¥ G.4d
RatRe] ksl Ak o] A% e, Ciu &



Diju o] 4B FE % (£ 5= potential ny 2
e REE 7w e e s BiE
Zholl = o] Mg nifik (Hypoelasticity) ¢ 5571
g A2 SR shAak ol E 2k [WEE
dA3 v A7 ¥ kTl A
= WS ohgst 2 ERny Bt @
&E e 9l
(1) BBARGy, dey = BT, dey o ¥
WSy, dei® 9] FZ e L
(2) B ERS g3 e L2 5
ERIRC R
deijf* =Ciudoi; (3.5
71 A Ciju & MR tensor
(3) ofwl [ESREA A e R 3 5d +
ol WHBEAE el Wik flou, H)=0
7b fEfEREER
(4) FEJIWREEZL RERigiel ol =A | = ¥4
g ofg st 2o (#E Potential 3
T gloy, H¥)E EHRAD).
dEijPZX—aaL

1]

(3.6)

A7 A 25 scalar el o] & ke
He $4 (D~ w2 (Consistency
relation)-& FlAI = BRI G ilulish =)
RERRE, Fob Wi potential g = Wi{l, para-
meter Q] H o} H*ol| ##{£5F= ©|% Parameter
T WEENRE A"y 2 f 2 gt H
D H*ell fERASHA S|= ARy Mol vk

(5) W@HERELE, & df=0- [Jikigst REik
e WES oEA Hz BRI ol ehEkA o
= 270l

(6) BZHML Ev mLW(LH = o il
feifg whebok 3boh. & WA TS HIE
T K (3-6) FEUCGEREE 118 2.3 81 28
S o E Aol= o]l EEEMINNEE JERIEEY
Hie = itpsick. w3t s 7o) Drucker 5
o Ryl FEalel Palel o8 AAx] i{eEgiE
Hiko|l 1HY B HRBEE EHA 4
] FREs o] Shedl ol B MR ARl
Femabe jEREe) Gluk 2ol b wift Parameter
H7t BEtfde) o199 a5l et HER

ololel. ol 2A FH LY model & Cam-

clay model, Weidlinger ] Cap-model ! Lade
model il 4 BolE ulo} zbo] FEREJSIUEM] B
KBRS TR FHPoR HE T I
= [BIRES AYstam ¢gla, 3 Prevost 9
Mroz ‘o) flRd JELFFEL model & K]
EHESE B HEEEAA BRI BEE EE
pEEs v —de] Wik BRI (Nesting yield
surface) B #H& A3k gk

4) Endochronic

Billel = ohd REA BAEREESD A

£ Fx AR EHERESE ZHFESE Al
Ha gvh. EEREEG 2 FEM/ING  Scalar

S ovnlehe BRI EEASE FERME R
o) g @ AR el A Mk R ERERAE S e
Aotz Aot ¢l O

o]} zr-& endochronic B#-& [EREE @F
3k Fom Bighe] JEMM:EE)S BERIIZMRY AL
ohel SRR, EEHHS JEM T EHER
el FBlel Hasieh ol 22 HERAY KI
- FIMTTHESE &R #ikel whel d =2 g
Eeel FtiEe]l sbssheba ghet

2ol = 2 A9 ol EH model & RESS
Fukdtz REEE 43 of o] 5 model & 1%
Feledl EHEpEAA kT LEKBERE o0
s kg Halshrl 2 gk

3.2 Cam-clay Model 2} {8IF Cam-clay
Model

D E

1950 & #2p3e] 1960 4F e o2& S5
(kS RERRel detel kel H& &NEN
o BRsediel shubsb Cambridge A'8S] Roscoe,
Schofield %'s] €] 5kel TiiMyel Fikol I,
R RURAERE 2% ASd Cam-clay model & #
w3 H e

2) [RARAER S

WS 0T e Fol HETLE ol=d 1
B R ghol B e fHEESS B
frol mEglel MR BB delwdm

ol o] sh 2o RIEE AT = BE
RiES) A E o) (E(FE heal e Koz KB
g,
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=dp=dv=0 3.7

de>0 (3.8)

71 A dv = BEIEITSEES Roscoe M-8
Fit SR B ‘?l oA fufs-e EIREE p, 4,
e E MEgfhe R She JRFER[E (state space)d]
bk (R kel BE R e WAl (5K
ow B (8, Gkl FEEA fERsHE

MES ME—3 e EHE F drbE w=F
2 S BEskH

(01,00,00) 2 3= = HF¥
vhgsl e E RE 4 duka L gleluh
w=F, I, I;) 3.9
AR Wil For (w, L, L, 1)9 4 Ron7EE
A Wik i AErhE FBKel T oA
I, 1, I, = e BT, T AR
v}. Roscoe, Schefield & Wroth .8 I, B i
shsban EhelE )y tensor & TEkANEAGE I, L o

AL p=L/39% q=0,~0=~3[, 2 u}Fo £

AL
5

(3.9)F rhirab 7] FEHEg oL
w=f(p, q) (3.10)
= w Al ZH e & HAS
e=f(p, q) (.10

A fu F HH o2 M3 wE
olel (p,q,e)8 3FITEMAA she] S

Fontvakel, Fige 3016 el vl ko] peg-e
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e W
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Fig. 3.1. lsometric view of the state boundary
surface for clay(From Roscoe et al 1963)
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Fig. 3.2. Response of idealized sail to hydrostatic
stress



[~ 4\17'5);‘8}—1—'[ U gi Et} J}if/’ﬁ:’f‘jj.;_kfg
i g -2 b2z}
(3 12)

Boloh. —iZiysl b

(3.13)
ol A 12}%
’-J."»P PiEEEL
ARG AR B TS
Aolgl R=2rl, Sch-
Wl A Iﬁ;”‘/l;ﬂ e

et A BB il

,f:i p q- ()"
AlE B -

RoscoefjF-S A2 He Bt
Sias N ki

(yield locus)oi=}aL
i feprel] A = i

gl okl ohga 22
& /101 Cam-clay model o] v},
i R ek
& AR :\581-“4.
B R A

ot

W 3l

= o}
i) Wﬂmp— Bk potential fiie.2 . of
= BIEEUG 1 vector ZF (K] ERETE

Yop -‘;] = energy =

Aol
olAE w4 HAutshd ohg3 o] EHi=l
o,
dv=0v*-+0v? : de=0¢* (3.14)
prO0vt+pedet= Mpoe* (3.15)
PRy == — ._dq‘_
oe? /o 1/ ds (3.16)

Q2

vr=0olm 2 FX(3.15)
‘ﬁr[ i e At |
Frol Bt 2ok B
bR %QL e Waer H
3. 16)ell Al dvr=00o]™ dq/
dP 0°l =S SL:P HELUiie] %R ske 2
ol Az el A&7 7F 0ol vk
K315 9 (3165414

of 4] q:MPOI M |
ot BRA R
vhowpebA M2 M

L (C

dg/dp= — Gvt/de" = — ;:M— é{—) (3.17)

thA] Fig. 3. 1elA Ei FelAe Piagte

g s SIS Wigekel oh

LN I 1.
A da=rf

g/ Mp--in(p/pr) = (3 18)
K (3.18)e] BEfhpiine] uim WJMD}
B I3z Re] vhfm b)) IR —ﬂxéﬁ
FHALE @& 5 v
e=ei—Elnp (3.19)
of Al delel BZINHAL 1) A SR, en
i i st A el Ao

e uh e ohg o n gl

=er—klnp: (3.20)

AZNA ez B2 2] pe=lkg/em® o) W
& e kol vt

asi CSLeil 44— Mp 2

P N P AN P TR T
oo $lel ey whesl o,

FUREE pe B s
ez Alnge (3.2
o 7] Al e HEIELGE el A pe=1kg/em? o
&, 318 % (3210904 er e 2 i
ORRR R ] LAk RS ik

%kt Roscoe (2]

.
ou

qg= A_{%’(."—:"Z‘k_("‘/uﬂf ) (3.22)

A
U J_.Oﬂ /1 Cam-c

lay model & [REEE Fol] 4 ¢

Vel w2
wigtel e
WS FTH S A%

}EEJOI-L o] Im/\w S WMRE dY mps
Thel gl wiERGe fike] EHET o
9EV:D] ’w‘%ﬂ ATRESke] 2l el whol epfel] o) &b
bihhiel SRy BENE LIS REEER o)
g o] 4lell = o] model o /= =
FERC 2 e IR wigel v SalERvE
Fzb 2o 2 @R ekE Aol & Fifko] gy &
- Slvh

4y {51 Cam-clay model

oA #iA%E Cam-clay
T d e fi bl #IEET] M55 = energy
T MRRTEO RS dor &
IR G der ) 28 Gom JEmsch

dw==pduve~+gde’ (3.23)

ety R A g/p=Mol =z,

model g2l o

KB+ ETEBEE 105



dw=pdv*+ Mpde?* (3.24)
=T RARGEA A= WEEEILL o2 R pdu
=0, zelr® (3. 20)F & 32,

dw= Mpde? (3.25)
2wl o] Kol A Mitrh SEENS= Fqt
ol H#= = energy & A (KTFIHA
Gl Aok o] HELE Rowe,' Barden,
Lee, Burland'® Palmer o] $5:@3F nle} 7o)
B R BHFESA ged. 2Ystd BIE
Cam-clay model 8] H#%-& 2222 Burland'®
o g4 HE HERLE HED IHE energy
9 RELEZHE Bt Cambridge IR
et s ol v
dw=p- ' (dv?)?+ (Mde?)* (8. 26)
K(3.26)¢ o3t HE energy = MB{EREETHNE
Es; MM BT AR Sk MBS S gl
t}. webA Cam-clay model Bt} {51F Cam-clay
model ¢] v] FHEeltL & 5 gk AF A
(3.23)3 (3.26)% Birshe &=l opg Kol ok
3 2l o}
dvt _ M*—(q/p)*
de? 2(q/p)
#(3.26) ¥ (3.27)-& Cam-clay model o] A
K3.25) 8 9L =M-q/pel H@EsE Kol
= X820 MEIHIE EAStL fEastd o
3t A BRSNS k3.
P{ (Q/Pj;j‘lwz }

(3.27)

—p>=0 (3. 28)

AN A po & prq il A HHEBMN KK
8RS 2 p 2ol =,

critical state line
—

{
wurrent I

subsequent eld eurve

yield curve

P L_“l cY Py
Py 2
Fig. 3.3. Modified cam-clay yvield curves (From
Roscoe & Burland 1963)

106 ¥3% HE3%K-1987TE 9 A

230 K282 prg il A Lo oL
2 el [EERel}. Fig. 3.3¢ 2RI=EA &K
(3.28)3 FHEEME B WEHRY R &
frébel BRORIIETS RBAE B3k 2ol %
e,

po=p|RYEEEM Ny 329)

F(8. 273 (.29« Midfst BER3E F4
ENBYAERES Tash E&ste HBEAX
o = EREE F(p,q, M)=02 33t 3ol
vebd et

F=g"—Mpp+M*"p*=90 (3.30)

0%7]/:“ q:_\/g?*foct: \/m
_J
P—T*<011+0';2+0'33)/3

JZD:%SUSU', cl si; = fhAEJES) tensor

MR F & pog,vr e miliel 22 2855
<+ WeEkd egsk 2k

oF oF

- oF oF .
dF_-ﬁdp+—a(]—dq+ dvt=0 (3.3D)

ov?
AL dp Sk dg 8 WKyl 5] doeeh
T RS WA A LB (work
hardening) =l o JEJJIRREZE #ae] REfRdhim )
Flgske AL fvlsta gvh = EE matrix
Deofl olgt HES MG A RS
ohg3h et
doi;=Drde;j (3 32)
E BT ML Rt e @A
vector Jj[i-& #FEIE K& ohgat e
deij?=AAij (3.33)
q74 A= i‘tf?ﬂ%%{;]a‘# >J€3Pa%:—a BEEE o
3 Ao ®, A=l + I o, g
= ¥4 potential o] t},
ek RBRRET 285 p.qF EIEHE
o 2 vFTe] b Koww® RKPA.
OF
aa;,-
E deaf=dej—deb 0| 2R JERGL o}
Koz Fsoh
doij=Ciju(den—deut) (3.35)

714 Ciju-2 components of elasticity for

dF=Bidoi;+ oF

ov?

(3.34)

dv?=0, Bij=



solid phase ¢} =},
#£(3.35)8 K (3.3 fLAFH

AdF=B;,Ciju(deu—deu?) + *a'FT dv?

=BiCiju(den— AAw) +—=— gl;; glfj 0 (3.36)
28 (B.'j Cijpt Au——5— gff, %M BiiCijudeu
239 g A Qe

. Bij» Ciju den o 9

A= B.C A OF E)F (-5.u7>

is Ciint Au—— "5~ ap

#.(3.35)¢l X:(3.33) 3 (3.36)% WAste o
& R ket
da;j:dJLc,,-,s
Cx’j&l Aizl Bmx Cmnrr

| de,. (3.38)

oF oF |
Bon Conrs Ars— = 5
BEBR I ED o] M= 2 9= W%oﬂ A X f=F,

Ai=B,; 6| 22 Cam-clay model o] (Efs= o
& ®oztH AF MET £ Aok
dv = %{’0& (3.39)
dv=— jZ —dpf’oi- (3. 40)
dvt=dy—dv=-—" —k .‘_% (3. 41)

E ARG ADE sk g o] =
0ps _ poll-tey)

R (3.42)

whebd K (3.37) BBt E-E @astd 4
£ e Koz gk

A Av] Ctjil del (3. 43)

Aii Cijit Au—r Ai;

0:17])4 = oF Po 1“{"(’0 O]D:i A;,—v oF o] I‘/]-

apo

5) MHEEY d‘;/E

Cam-clay model @ 1%5iF Cam-clay model o
IR 4 MO MEEHE e =EEel A
AA 2 e kY o Uk WE A9 ke
EHEEAEEREE e—1lnpdd plot 8hed Kk
FEFEIE Bt 2 iREel v = Young fREL E &b
MERE G A ez jEsn s
FE KX k% 4+ gt}

_ 3p(1+e)(1—2v)
E= 5 (3.44)

op

_ 3(0-2)p ,
— P(1+30) e
K———--—k (8.46)

o] 7] 4 v : Poisson fto] &f.

= EEGREY HEHE A RE M R
\w7LR g AR e CERmRES BTk
2A & ke 4 drk B BRARE L (eritical
void ratio)ell FEe o 2] WRAMHE AL Lk
q/p7F Mt 2

6) B model & E . 45k

olell A FIMEEE J2RES] 421F Cam-clay model
< EEEB TR E S E:*oa‘ “H'] &4 #H
+ FHE $istd AL s 2 F
=R gL ’*%é% odel 3k7]) 9
Fe] Roscoe ¢+ Burland 7} $#%35319 o= FEps-}
< AoR PlES G o] S be:ﬂ:?-ﬂm
B w7 -7bx g A T
B gE v Ip R Eifasicl grh Joo = Ml,u—:u
77 tensor & FBTIRE o] o

=3 {51E Cam-clay model & &7 LB
S ok BEEEE Ela BTEERe] BRfEo]l M
hEbe] BEAEIE dovEs RE-E(wet
clay)e] SR ES 25k bifgs Zolnz
THAEBLHA S dos v & aFEHitde &

Mol 2 &t &, WEFEA LI HEE=
Fok #ashs AEe KK =5 B B
Bagktel MRl rst HEH  veheh 2
21} o] model & Fffell FHEEE I b
e Mitdew BB =9 3t K TEEE
£ e ASe PHirds Ko Hed poE
e BT Relw A7k glth oldd
BEje JESFL model o] &]3kx] o o
o

EET

g £ xR

1. AALETIRY, 9 #BERAAN, L& K&, Vol
31, No. 11, pp.71~73, 1983.

2. Malvern, L.E., The propagation of lougitudial
waves of plastic deformation in a bar of metal
exhibiting a Strain-rate effect, J. Appl. Vol. 18,
pb. 203~208.

KEELETREIE 107



108

. Bingham, E.C., Fluidity and Plasticity, McGraw-
Hill, New York, 1922,

. Hohenemser, K. and Prager, W., Uber die
Mechanik isotropor
ZAMM, Vol. 12, pp.216~226, 1932.

. Perzyna, P., Fundamental Problems in Viscop-

Ansitze der Kontinua,

lasticity, Advances in Applied Mechanics, Vol.
9, pp.243~377, 1966.

. Phillips, A. and H.-C. Wu, A theory of Viscop-
lasticity, Int. J. Solids Structures, Vol. 9, pp. 15
~30, 1973,

. Naghdi, P.M. and S.A. Murch, on the mechanical
behavior of Viscoelastic Plastic Solids, J. Appl.
Mech, Val. 30, pp.321~328, 1963.

LB EE - A B, R LRSI R BN EO
BRI, b L EEET Vol 30, No. 5, pp.47~54,
1980.

L OFOHL BREFREA 93 LFTRES B
BT, EEECEBE, BLBIR, pp.46~53, 1984,

B3 3K 1987THE 9

10.

11.

14.

15.

Ko, H.Y. and Sture, S. Laboratory Shear Str.
ength of Soil, American Society for testing and
materials, STP 740, pp. 329~385, 1980.
Masson, R.M. and Ko. H.Y., in Proceeding,
Second interational Conference on Numerical
Methods in Geomechanics, Blacksburg, Va., June
pp. 294~305, 1976.

Desai, C.S. and Siriwardane, H.J., Constitutive
laws for engineering materials,
pp. 136~168, 1984.

Roscoe, K.H. and Schofield, A.N., Mechanical
behavior of an idealized ‘wet’ Clay, Proc. 2nd
European Conf. Soil Mech. Wiebaden, Vol. 1,
pp. 47~54, 1963,

Rowe, P.\W., Measurement of Coefficient of the

Prentice-Hall,

Consolidation of lacustrine clay, Geotechnique,
pp. 107~117, 1959,

Burland, J.B., The vyieliding dilation of clay,
Geotechnique, Vol. 15, pp.211~214, 1965.



